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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The information disclosure statement filed 18 January 2005 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1.98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited foreign patent document. A copy of the 
foreign patent document 03045973 was not provided by the applicant and is not considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. Claims 13-16, 20-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated 
by Parry USPN 6666594. 

4. As per Claim 13, Parry teaches a method for error handling in a printer or copier, 
comprising the steps of: 

detecting with a plurality of monitoring units error states of the printer or copier; (Parry, 
Column 2, Lines 15-17) 

transmitting the detected error states to a controller; (Parry, Figure 3, "Error detected" 
sent from El, E2, and E3 to Component E4) 
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storing a plurality of successively transmitted error states in a storage; evaluating the 
stored error states by the controller; (Parry, Figure 3, Component E5) 

comparing the stored error states with predetermined error patterns and determining at 
least one error type; and executing further steps by the controller dependent on the error type. 
(Parry, Column 6, Lines 25-45 and Figure 3, Components E5-E6; the errors are detected and then 
compared to an archive of printer errors then depending on the error, appropriate information and 
solution is outputted to the user) 

5. As per Claim 14, Parry teaches a method according to claim 13 wherein a causative error 
is determined upon evaluation of the error states. (Parry, Column 6, Lines 25-45 and Figure 3, 
Components SI, S2, and S3, a error may be detected in one of the multiple error detectors and 
when evaluated may be determined as causative.) 

6. As per claim 15, Parry teaches a method according to claim 13 wherein an error group is 
selected upon evaluation of the error states, whereby the further steps are established dependent 
on the selected error group. (Parry, Column 7, Lines 31-45) 

7. As per claim 16, Parry teaches a method according to claim 13 wherein at least one of 
the type and a sequence of the occurred error states is considered upon comparison of the stored 
error states with error patterns. (Parry, Column 7, Lines 31-45) 

8. As per Claim 20, Parry teaches a method according to claim 13 wherein error states 
transmitted up to a shutdown of the printer or copier are evaluated with aid of a predetermined 
error evaluation algorithm, whereby at least one error type is determined. (Parry, Column 7, 
Lines 32-45, some type of algorithm implemented to determine error type) 
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9. As per Claim 21, Parry teaches a method according to claim 13 wherein dependent on 
the error type and at least one of the transmitted error states, the printer or copier at least one of 
is automatically restarted, an automatic start is prevented, and a signaling of the error to a 
superordinate controller occurs. (Parry, Figure 3, Path from Component E3 to E7, signaling of 
the error is equivalent to sending the error to the controller) 

10. As per Claim 22, Parry teaches method according to claim 13 wherein the printing or 
copying event is ended after the transmission of an error state, and all error states transmitted up 
to a shutdown of the printer or copier are stored in the storage and used for evaluation. (Parry, 
Figure 3, if the printer is not on, and then no errors will be detected. Error detection is followed 
by error evaluation therefore the error states will be stored and evaluated if the printer is on) 

11. As per Claim 23, Parry teaches a method according to claim 1 3 wherein the stored error 
states are erased in the storage after the evaluation of the error states. (Parry, Figure 3, 
Components El, E2, E3, and E4; the errors detected are sent to a memory where it is stored and 
evaluated. Memory modules have limited space and therefore when it reaches its limit will delete 
the errors to reallocate the memory for more errors) 

12. As per Claim 24, Parry teaches a device for error handling in a printer or copier(Parry, 
Column 2, Lines 15-17), comprising: 

a controller that transmits error states occurring in the printer or copier; (Parry, Figure 3, 
"Error detected" sent from El, E2, and E3 to Component E4) 

a storage in which a plurality of successively transmitted error states are stored; (Parry, 
Figure 3, Component E5) 
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the controller comparing the stored error states with predetermined error patterns and 
determining at least one error type; and the controller implementing further measures dependent 
on the error type. (Parry, Column 6, Lines 25-45 and Figure 3, Components E5-E6; the errors are 
detected and then compared to an archive of printer errors then depending on the error, 
appropriate information and solution is outputted to the user) 

13. As per Claim 25, Parry teaches a method for error handling in a printer or copier, 
comprising the steps of: 

detecting with a monitoring system error states of the printer or copier; (Parry, Column 2, 
Lines 15-17) 

transmitting the detected error states to a controller; (Parry, Figure 3, "Error detected" 
sent from El, E2, and E3 to Component E4) 

storing a plurality of transmitted error state in a storage; evaluating the stored error states 
by the controller; (Parry, Figure 3, Component E5) 

comparing the stored error states with at least one predetermined error pattern and 
determining at least one error type; and executing at least one further step by the controller 
dependent on the error type. (Parry, Column 6, Lines 25-45 and Figure 3, Components E5-E6; 
the errors are detected and then compared to an archive of printer errors then depending on the 
error, appropriate information and solution is outputted to the user) 

14. As per Claim 26, Parry teaches a device for error handling in a printer or copier, 
comprising: 

a controller that transmits error states occurring in the printer or copier; (Parry, Figure 3, 
"Error detected" sent from El, E2, and E3 to Component E4) 

a storage in which a plurality of transmitted error states are stored; (Parry, Figure 3, 
Component E5) 
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the controller comparing the stored error states with at least one predetermined error 
pattern and determining at least one error type; and the controller implementing at least one 
further measure dependent on the error type. (Parry, Column 6, Lines 25-45 and Figure 3, 
Components E5-E6; the errors are detected and then compared to an archive of printer errors 
then depending on the error, appropriate information and solution is outputted to the user) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Parry 
USPN 6666594 and in view of Chiba USPN 6665088. 

17. As per Claim 17, Parry teaches a method according to claim 13. Parry also teaches 
sending of an error notification to a superordinate controller. (Parry, Figure 3, as seen any error 
detected is sent to a printer error archive to determine the type of error and retrieve information 
of how it is to be handled) 

Parry does not teach wherein the controller implements at least one of an automatic error 
correction; However Chiba teaches it. (Chiba, Column 13, Lines 29-54 and Figure 10; a error 
occurred and detected and the solution is automatically implemented if the condition is satisfied) 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement the teachings of Chiba into Parry. Parry teaches an error 
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detection process that involves identifying the error and provided solutions to the user on how to 
resolve the error. Not all errors need user intervention to resolve. Certain errors such as an 
underrun error as discussed by Chiba would have an obvious solution of resending the data 
again. The consultation of an error database would be unnecessary and lead to inefficient 
operation of the system. Chiba teaches a beneficial addition to Parry 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to combine the two 
references to obtain the invention in Claim 17. 

18. As per Claim 18, Parry in view of Chiba teaches a method according to claim 17 wherein 
the controller is connected with a host system, whereby the controller only registers with the host 
system occurrence of errors that cannot be corrected automatically. (Chiba, Column 13, Lines 
29-54 and Figure 10; a error occurred and detected and the solution is automatically 
implemented if the condition is satisfied, the error would need to access data from the host but 
not inform the host of the error by going through a error identification process) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 17. 

19. As per Claim 19, Parry in view of Chiba teaches a method according to claim 17 wherein 
information about the error type of error states that could be automatically remedied are stored at 
least in one error storage of the controller. (Parry, Figure 3, as seen any error detected is sent to a 
printer error archive to determine the type of error and retrieve information of how it is to be 
handled therefore the commands that allow automation are stored) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 19. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MING HON whose telephone number is (571)270-5245. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri 7:30 to 5:00 EST; 1st Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark K. Zimmerman can be reached on (571)272-7653. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/M. H./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



/Mark K Zimmerman/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



